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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed July 21 , 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues on page 5, lines 1 5-1 8 that the Examiner has not 
established a prima facie case of obviousness, since the Examiner failed to show 
a teaching in the art to combine Steinberg and Courtney or even any reason in 
the art to do so. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Courtney discloses in col. 
7, lines 20-23 that the hard disk drive (34) could optionally be replaced with some 
other type of suitable non-volatile memory, such as a flash memory, or a memory 
with battery backup. Steinberg et al. discloses using a memory card (22) in the 
camera (10) in order to provide the camera the capability of being programmed 
by an external device through a serial port or PCMCIA card (col. 2, lines 23-24). 
Furthermore, Steinberg et al. discloses solving the problem of providing a need 
for a camera with the facility allowing a user to modify its operating system and 
behavioral parameters in the field, and that can receive and store arbitrary 
information related to the images, as well as specialized application software as 
determined by the user (col. 1, lines 53-56). Therefore, there is evidence in both 
references and support as to why the two references would be combined and the 
rejection is maintained. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-18, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Courtney (EP 0 967 584 A2) in view of Steinberg et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,006,039). 

Regarding claim 1, Courtney discloses in Fig. 1 a surveillance unit, 
comprising: a video camera (23) which provides images in the form of electrical 
signals (col. 6, line 58 - col. 7, line 9); a control circuitry (27) which determines 
when to store the images captured by the camera (col. 3, lines 23-28 and 38-44; 
col. 11, lines 28-34); and a hard disc drive (34) on which the images are stored 
as determined by the control circuitry (col. 7, lines 18-23). However, Courtney 
fails to disclose a slot for operationally receiving a memory card on which the 
images are stored as determined by the control circuitry. 

Referring to the Steinberg et al. reference, Steinberg et al. discloses a slot 
for operationally receiving a memory card on which images are stored and on 
which camera parameters are stored (col. 2, lines 17-24). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have stored images taken by the camera on 
the memory card as disclosed by Steinberg et al. with the surveillance unit 
disclosed by Courtney in order to allow the surveillance unit to store images onto 
a memory card since the hard disc drive (34) disclosed by Courtney can be 
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replaced by some other type of suitable memory. By using a removable memory 
card in the surveillance unit disclosed by Courtney it would make the surveillance 
unit more versatile, making exchanging images and parameters with other 
devices easier. 

Regarding claim 2, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the 
surveillance unit further comprises at least one detector (24) which provides 
signals to the control circuitry (Courtney: col. 6, line 58 - col. 7, line 9). 

Regarding claim 3, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 2 including that 
the at least one detector comprises an infrared detector (Courtney: col. 6, line 58 
-col. 7, line 9). 

Regarding claim 4, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the 
control circuitry determines when the digital camera should capture images 
(Courtney: col. 13, lines 39-51 - the control circuitry (27) determines when to 
capture a new reference image therefore it determines when the digital camera 
should capture images). 

Regarding claim 5, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the 
control circuitry performs the determination responsive to video motion detection 
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(VMD) performed on images captured by the camera (Courtney: col. 9, lines 6- 
12). 

Regarding claim 6, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as disclosing 
that the control circuitry comprises a processor (33) which receives signals from 
the at least one detector and determines whether to store the captured images 
(Courtney: col. 7, lines 1 0-1 5; col. 1 1 . lines 28-34). 

Regarding claim 7, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1, as well as including 
that Steinberg et al. discloses a digital camera wherein the camera has the 
capability of being programmed by an external device through the serial port or 
PCMCIA card (col. 2, lines 17-47). 

Regarding claim 8, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 7 including that 
the operational data is downloaded from the removable memory card to an 
internal memory of the surveillance memory of the surveillance unit when the 
memory card is inserted into the surveillance unit (Steinberg et al.: Fig. 2; col. 5, 
lines 24-30). 

Regarding claim 9, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 7 including that 
the operational data comprises a software routine run by the processor 
(Steinberg et al.: col. 2, lines 48-51). 
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Regarding claim 10, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 7 including that 
the operational data comprises one or more operation parameters of the 
surveillance unit (Steinberg et al.: Fig. 3; col. 6, lines 6-13). 

Regarding claim 11, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1, 7, and 10 including 
that the operational data comprise at least one operation parameter of the 
camera (Steinberg et al: Fig. 3; col. 6, lines 6-13). 

Regarding claim 12, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1, 7, and 10 including 
that the one or more operation parameters comprise at least one parameter 
which governs the level of indications required from the at least one detector to 
define an alarm state in which images from the camera are permanently stored 
(Steinberg et al.: col. 6, lines 6-13 - discloses that other parameters are also 
included other than just the ones shown in Fig. 3; Courtney: col. 4, lines 34-45). 

Regarding claim 13, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as disclosing 
that the surveillance unit further comprises a communication link (14 or 349) for 
transmitting at least some of the images captured by the camera (Courtney: col. 
6, lines 50-55). 
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Regarding claim 14, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 13 including that 
the communication link comprises a wireless link (Courtney: col. 4, lines 15-21). 

Regarding claim 15, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 13 including that 
the communication link comprises a wire link (Courtney: col. 6, lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 16, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as disclosing 
that the control circuitry stores a log of events on the memory card (Courtney: 
col. 13, lines 11-22). 

Regarding claims 17 and 18, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses 
all the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as 
disclosing that the surveillance unit further comprises an internal image memory 
for storing images captured by the camera and that at least some of the captured 
images are stored on the internal image memory and are automatically 
downloaded to the memory card responsive to insertion of the memory card into 
the slot (Courtney: col. 11, lines 28-34 - only important information is saved on 
the memory card, so it is inherent that there is an internal memory that stores the 
other images until it is determined that the image is not needed and that once the 
memory card is inserted then all further important images will be saved on it). 

Regarding claim 26, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as disclosing 
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that the slot is configured for removably receiving the memory card (Steinberg et 
al.:Fig. 1) 

Regarding claim 27, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the 
surveillance unit is not connected through a wire or wireless connection to a 
monitor for inspection by a human operator (Steinberg et al.: Fig. 1 - camera (10) 
is a stand alone unit). 

4. Claims 19-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinberg et al. (U.S. Patent 6,006,039) in view of Courtney (EP 0 967 584 A2). 

Regarding claim 19, Steinberg et al. discloses a method of controlling the 
operation of a camera unit, comprising: storing operational data of the camera 
unit on a removable memory card; and inserting the memory card into a 
predefined slot of the camera unit (col. 2, lines 48-51; col. 6, lines 6-13). 
However, Steinberg et al. fails to disclose of controlling the operation of a 
surveillance unit. 

Referring to the Courtney reference, Courtney discloses a surveillance 
unit that can be controlled by an external device (col. 4, lines 34-45). 
Furthermore, Courtney discloses a hard disc drive (34) that can be replaced by 
with some other type of suitable memory (col. 7, lines 18-23), which would 
include using removable memory card. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to used the teaching of remotely controlling a 
surveillance unit with the teaching of controlling the operation of a camera unit 
from a external device as disclosed by Steinberg et al. in order to be able to 
control a surveillance unit from an external device by storing all the operational 
parameters on a removable memory card. By placing all the parameters on a 
removable memory card the external device would have not have to be 
connected to the surveillance unit through a wire or wireless connection. 
Therefore, the surveillance unit could be controlled easily from the external 
device without caring how far away the external device is from the surveillance 
unit. 

Regarding claim 20, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 19 as well as disclosing 
that storing the operational data comprises inserting the removable memory card 
into a reader coupled to a computer and writing the operational data on the 
memory card by the computer (Steinberg et al: Fig. 2; col. 5, lines 16-30). 

Regarding claim 21, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 19 and 20 including 
that the surveillance unit further comprises receiving operational data by the 
computer over a communication link (Steinberg et al.: Figs. 1 and 2; col. 5, lines 
16-59). 
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Regarding claim 22, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 19 and 20 including 
that storing the operational data comprises using a graphical software running on 
the computer to adjust the operational data (Steinberg et al.: col. 1 , lines 9-1 5, 
34-37, and 52-56). 

Regarding claim 23, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 19 including that the 
operational data comprises a software which runs on a processor of the - 
surveillance unit (Steinberg et al.: col. 2, lines 47-51). 

Regarding claim 24, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 19 including that the 
operational data comprises one or more parameters of the surveillance unit 
(Steinberg et al.: Fig. 3; col. 6, lines 6-13). 

Regarding claim 25, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 19 as well as disclosing 
that the surveillance camera further comprises storing images captured by a 
camera of the surveillance unit on the memory card inserted into the surveillance 
unit (Courtney: col. 7, lines 18-20; Steinberg et al.: col. 2, lines 20-22). 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Heather R. Jones whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7368. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs.: 7:00 am - 4:30 pm, and 
every other Fri.: 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Heather R Jones 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 



HRJ 

November 27, 2006 




